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REMARKS 

First considering the Examiner's objections to the specification, the Examiner has 
objected to certain informalities in the specification at the t tart of the claims and to certain 
informalities, including spelling errors, in the Abstract of the )lsclosure. 

In response, the Applicant has amended the specifics Jon and abstract herein above to 
address and overcome all grounds for objection to the sped ication and abstract identified by 
the Examiner. It Is the belief of the Applican t that these am* ndments meet and overcome all 
of the Examiner's grounds for objection to the specification ai d the abstract, and the Applicant 
respectfully requests that all objections to the specification ; nd the abstract be reconsidered 
and withdrawn. 

Next considering the claims, claims 1 0-18 are presen ly pending in the Application and 
the Examiner has rejected claims 10-18. 

More specifically, the Examiner has rejected claims 10-15 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 
and (e) as being clearly anticipated by Murasse or Jurgetz et *l., claims 1 6-1 7 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as being unpatentable over Crelghton et ai. In view of McConkey et al., and claim 18 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Creight >n et al. in view of McConkey et al. 
and further in view of either Murase or Jurgetz et al. T ie Applicant acknowledges and 
respectfully traverses the rejections in view of the following emarks. 

In response to the rejections of the claims, the Appl cant has canceled claims 11. 12 
and 16-18. without prejudice or disclaimer of ihe subject matt- rtherein, has amended claims 10 
and 13, and has entered new claims 19-25. 

Considering the present invention as recited In amei ded independent claim 10, which 
has been amended to more clearly and explicitly recite the )resent invention and from which 
claims 13-15 and 19-25 are dependent claim 10 recites a method for forming a coating 
comprised of two layers on a substrate. According to the pre ent Invention, the coating method 
of the present invention comprises the steps of laying down -vo separate, successive layers of 
powder on a substrate, one layer upon the other and each layer being separate and distinct 
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from the other. As recited in claim 1 0, the powder of the first iyer laid down has a higher cure 
rate than the powder of the second layer and the powder of he second layer is deposited on 
the powder of the first layer as a separate layer. Then, and a :cording to the present invention 
as recited In claim 10, heat Is applied to the two layers togettn r, while the layers are both In the 
powder form, to melt and fuse the two layers into two resp active coatings that are bonded 
together and to the substrate. 

In contrast from the method of the present invention as recited in amended claim 10, 
Murase expressly and explicitly teaches that two components I and II should be mixed together 
while both are In powder form to form a single powder that is the mixture of the two powders I 
and II, that the resulting single powder should be deposited < r\ a substrate as a single layer of 
powder, and that the single layer of mixed powder should ther be heated to cure the single layer 
of powder (see, for example, Example 1, column 9, line 67 to column 10, line 31, and 
corresponding passages of Examples 2 to 1 1 ). 

In summary, therefore, the present Invention is fully distinguished over and from the 
teachings and suggestions of Murase because the presen invention employs two powders 
which remain separate and distinct from one another throw h the process, rather than being 
, mixed together to form a single powder. The iwo separate po Yders of the present invention are 
laid down on the substrate as separate and distinct layers rat ier than as a single layer of mixed 
powders- As a result, for example, and in further distinction 3f the present invention over and 
from the teachings and suggestions of Murase, the two sef arate and distinct powders of the 
present invention, by remaining separate and distinct from one another during the process, 
will result in powders and layers having different cure rate: . whereas the method taught by 
Murase, by mixing the two powders together to form a single | owderthat is laid on the substrate 
as a single layer, will result in a single homogenous powde r and a single homogenous layer 
having but a single, common cure rate. 
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The method taught by Murase is thereby fundamental! ' different from that of the present 
invention and will provide a fundamentally different result rom the method of the present 
Invention. 

It Is, therefore, the belief and position, of the Applici nt that the present invention as 
recited in amended claim 10 is fully and patentabiy distingui* ned over and from the teachings 
and suggestions of Murase under the requirements and prov sions not only of 35 U.S.C. § 102 
but also under the requirements and provisions of 35 U.S.C. § 103. 

The Applicant, therefore, respectfully requests the : the Examiner reconsider and 
withdraw all rejections of the claims over Murase under eithe of 35 U.S.C. § 102 or 35 U.S.C. 
§103. 

Next considering Jurgetz et al., such as at column 10, lines 16-53, Jurgentz et al. 
teaches a method for forming a multilayer coating on a substi ate in which a base coat, or layer, 
is first formed on the substrate by depositing the base coat o i the substrate and heating or air 
drying the base coat sufficiently to form a base coat film on t ie substrate. The heating or the 
air dying of the base coat is Insufficient to fully cure the bas 3 coat, but is sufficient to form a 
barrier film on the base coat, by a layer of powder is depo sited on a base coat A powder 
forming the second layer of the coating is then deposited on tie film formed on the base coat, 
and heat Is applied to base the second layer powder into a f illy cured coating, with the curing 
of the base coat being completed during the curing of the se ond layer. Jurgetz indicates that 
further layers of powder may be deposited over the se< ond layer of powder, but each 
successive layer of powder is fully heat cured before a subs 3quent layer of powder is added. 
Jurgetz et aL does not teach or even suggest or hint that any of the subsequent layers of 
powder may be deposited on a preceding layer before the p eceding layer is fully heat cured, 
so that there is not teaching, suggestion or hint by Jurgetz ei al. of having more than one layer 
at a time in powder form or of depositing a layer of powder on a preceding layer of powder. 
Instead, each preceding layer is always fully cured Into a n- >n-powder cured form before any 
subsequent layer of powder is deposited on the preceding I iyer. 
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The present invention as recited in claim 10 is, there! >re t fundamentally distinguished 
over the from the teachings and suggestions of Jurgetz et al because Jurgetz et al. does not 
teach or even suggest laying down two separate and clearly jistinguished and superimposed 
layers In powder form on a substrate, and then curing the two ayers together to form a coating. 

It is, therefore, the belief and position of the Applies nt that the present invention as 
recited In amended claim 10 is fully and patentably distinguie hed over and from the teachings 
and suggestions of Jurgetz et al. under the requirements an< ■ provisions not only of 35 U.S.C, 
§ 102 but also under the requirements and provisions of 35 J.S.C. § 1 03. 

In addition, and because the present invention as recit >d in claim 10 Is fully distinguished 
over both Murase and Jurgetz et al. for the same reasons, t is the belief and position of the 
Applicant that the present invention as recited In amendec claim 10 is fully and patentably 
distinguished over and from the teachings and suggestions ■ f the combination of Murase and 
Jurgetz et al. under the requirements and provisions of boti 35 U.S.C. § 102 and 35 U.S.C. 
§103. 

The Applicant, therefore, respectfu Jy requests the t the Examiner reconsider and 
withdraw all rejections of the claims over Jurgetz et al. un Jer either of 35 U.S.C. § 102 or 
35 U.S.C. §103. 

The Applicant also respectfully requests that the Exa niner reconsider and withdraw all 
rejections of the claims over any combination of Murase i nd Jurgetz et al. under either of 
35 U.S.C. § 102 or 35 U.S.C. § 103. 

Next considering the rejections of claims under 35 I .S.C. § 103 over Creighton et al. 
In view of McConkey et al., Creighton et al. describes a rr athod for forming a coating on a 
substrate carrier by depositing a first layer erf resin in liquid brm on the substrate carrier and 
then depositing a second layer of resin In solid particulate ft rm (column 4, lines 32-56) on the 
first layer of liquid resin. The present invention as recited in tt e claims is thereby fundamentally 
distinguished over and from the teaching:? and suggest! »ns of Creighton et al. because 
Creighton et al. does not teach or even suggest the deposit on of any layer in a powder form, 
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and most specifically does not teach or even suggest the dep ositing of first and second layers 
as separate layers wherein both layers are in powder form. 

McConkey et aL teaches a method for forming a coe :ing by depositing a first layer of 
thermosetting powder onto a substrate and fusing the first le /er of powder into a gelled state 
and then depositing a second layer of the thermosetting po* /der onto the first gelled layer of 
powder layer (column 3, line 58 to column 4, line 10). Thus, < ccording to this teaching there is 
no deposition of powder on powder since the second layer s deposited after heat has been 
applied to fuse the first layer to a gelled state. 

The present invention as recited in the claims is the eby fundamentally distinguished 
over and from the teachings and suggestions of McConkey et aL because McConkey et aL does 
not teach or even suggest the depositing of first and second ayers as separate, distinct layers 
wherein both layers are in powder form. Instead, in McCon cey et aL the second layer is not 
deposited until after the first layer has been cured into a g< lied form, so that there is only a 
depositing of a powder layer, that is, the second layer, onto a ]elled layer, that is, the first cured 
layer, and there is no teaching or suggestion of depositing i power layer onto a power layer. 
Also, it should be noted that in McConkey et aL the two l£ yers are comprised of the same 
material while In the present invention the two layers are diffe ent and dlstinctfrom one another. 

Lastly, considering the combination of Creighton et a , in view of McConkey et aL, it will 
be noted that neither of Creighton et aL or McConkey et al. i aach or suggest the deposition of 
two successive layers of powdered material on a substrate as separate and distinct layer, or that 
the layers should be and should remain in powdered from unt I the two layers are cured together 
and in the same operation. As discussed above, Creighton >t al. uses a solid particulate layer 
over a liquid layer and McConkey et aL cured the first layer ii to a gel before adding the seoond 
layer. No combination of Creighton et aL in view of McConk >y et al. can lead to the deposition 
of two successive layers of powdered material on a substn te as separate and distinct layer, 
or a together and in the same operation. Any combinat sn of Creighton et aL in view of 
McConkey et aL will result in a first layer that Is of liquid or c al form, and of a process in which 
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the first layer is processed, in an operation such as curing, before the second layer is even 
added. 

It is, therefore, the belief and position of the Applic* nt that the present invention as 
recited in the claims is fully and patentably distinguished c /er and from the teachings and 
suggestions of Creighton et a!., of McConkey et al. and of ar / combination of Creighton et al. 
in view of McConkey et al. under the requirements and provi sions of 35 U.S.C. § 103. 

The Applicant therefore, respectfully requests the : the Examiner reconsider and 
withdraw all rejections of the claims over Creighton et al., of McConkey et al. and of any 
combination of Creighton et al. in view of McConkey et al. ui der 35 U.S.C. § 103. 

Lastly, it will be noted that in the claims as amen Jed herein above claims 13-15 
and 19-25 are dependent directly or Indirectly on claim 10 w lich, as discussed above, is fully 
and patentabiy distinguished over and from the cited prior art Claims 13-15 and 1 9-25 thereby 
inherit and incorporate all recitations and limitations of claim 0, and of any intervening claims, 
by dependency therefrom, and are thereby completely and [ atentabiy distinguished over and 
from the cited prior art for the same reasons that claim 10 i: distinguished over and from the 
prior art. The Applicant, therefore, respectfully request at the Examiner reconsider and 
withdraw all rejections and potential rejections of claims 13- 15 and 19-25, and the allowance 
Of claims 10, 13-15 and 19-25. 

In view of the foregoing, It Is respectfully submitted thu t the raised rejection(s) should be 
withdrawn and this application Is now placed in a condition Dr allowance. Action to that end, 
in the form of an early Notice of Allowance, is courteously sol sited by the Applicant at this time. 

The Applicant respectfully requests that any outstand ng objection(s) or requirement(s), 
as to the form of this application, be held in abeyance until all jwable subject matter Is indicated 
for this case. 
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In the event that there are any fee deficiencies or ad litional fees are payable, please 
charge the same or credit any overpayment to our Deposit A :count (Account No. 04-0213). 

Respectfully sul mitted, 

^OTi^anlek Reg. No. 42,462 
Customer No. < 20210 
Davis & Bujold, 3 .L.LC. 
Fourth Floor 

500 North Comi lercial Street 
Manchester NH 03101-1151 
Telephone 603- 324-9220 
Facsimile 603-6 24-9229 
E-mail: patent® davisandbujold.com 

CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMISS ION 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being trar smitted via facsimile to the 
United States Patent and Trademark Office on: Februar > 25. 2003 . 

^ 




7j> 

Scott A. Dan als 



Type name of person signing < ertfficate 



- 13- 



Received from < 6036249229 > at 2/25/03 4:33:38 PM [Eastern Standard Time] 



